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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 12-23, 27-30 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 12-16, 21-23, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schieve et al. (hereinafter 'Schieve') US 5,530,847. 

As to claim 12, Schieve teaches a method for operating a data processing device 
while using compressed data comprising: 

loading a non-compressed boot program from a memory into a first volatile 
working memory; 

executing said boot program [col. 3, lines 17-18 and col. 5, lines 45-46]; 

copying, initiated by said boot program, of a compressed application program 
from the memory into a second volatile working memory with simultaneous 
decompression of said application program [col. 3, lines 18-21, col. 5, lines 58-62, and 
col. 6, lines 18-21], and 

starting and application program through said boot program [col. 3, lines 24-25]. 
Schieve does not specifically teach a first and second memory. 
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Schieve stores the boot loading routine and compressed diagnostic routines in a 
non-volatile memory [col. 5, lines 45-47]. Schieve does not explicitly use two different 
data areas to store the boot loading routine and the compressed diagnostic routine 
respectively. However, Schieve stresses that the compressed diagnostic routines 
should be stored in a reprogrammable ROM to allow future updating of the diagnostic 
code 1 . Furthermore, Schieve implicitly recognizes that the boot loading routine is not 
subject to future update. It is not necessary to use a more expensive reprogrammable 
nonvolatile memory to store the static boot loading routine. In summary, Schieve 
suggests that the type of non-volatile memory used to store a program is predicated on 
the future changeability of the program thereby reducing the cost of using an expensive 
reprogrammable non-volatile memory to store all the programs. As such, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to store the non-changeable boot loading 
routine in a regular non-volatile memory (the claimed first data memory) and the 
compressed application which is changeable in a reprogrammable non-volatile memory 
(the claimed second data memory). 

As to claim 13, Schieve teaches said loading of said boot program is controlled 
by a start process control device, which is separate from a processor device of said 



1 "The present invention allows for periodic changes in the diagnostic code. Thus, the non 
volatile memory is preferably electrically erasable programmable read only memory 
("EEPROM," also termed "flash" memory). Although those skilled in the art should realize that 
non programmable ROM is suited to contain the boot loading routine and the 
compressed diagnostic routines, some form of reprogrammable ROM allows updating 
of the diagnostic code as improvements are made therein. Thus, programmable ROM 

("PROM") is within the scope of the invention as a host for the diagnostic code." , 

(emphasis added by the examiner), col. 3, line 60 - col. 4, line 8. 
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data processing device from a structural and/or functional point of view [Fig. 2, 220, 
230]. 

As to claim 21, Schieve teaches the method as cited in claim 12 supra. As such, 
Schieve teaches the system to implement the method. 

As to claim 23, Schieve teaches the method as cited in claim 12 supra. As such, 
Schieve teaches the apparatus to implement the method. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 17-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 12-23, 27-30 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAWEED A. ABBASZADEH whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1640. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 7:30 a.m. -5:00 
p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas C. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-3667. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/635,613 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2115 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jaweed A Abbaszadeh/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2115 
7/2/2008 

/Thomas Lee/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 21 15 



